After maneuvering the jargon in the DEI statement of the BLM WOPR, I must OPPOSE
ALL 3 PROPOSED  ALTERNATIVES to the 1994 NW Forest Plan.

My concerns include:  

1) Alternative 3 totally ignores shade retention & buffers by streams,

2) does not address spotted owl & murrelet protection,   is basically a laissez-faire approach

for the timber industry (sounds like “Wise” Use ideology of exploitation of natural resources

as if there were no tomorrow).

 ALTERNATIVE 2 is only slightly less radical.

ALTERNATIVE 1 only allows one half of riparian reserves.

Given Climate Change, we need to PROTECT THE FORESTS and their cooling, CO2 producing green canopy. The BLM plans seem to favor the industry and OHV’s over the value of a natural environment with wilderness preserved, along with land of “mixed use”.
Clearcutting and radical thinning can lead to increased likelihood of seasonal forest fires (Large trees are a key to forest health and are fire deterrents).

Clear cutting such as that near OSU and near Highway 38 create conditions 

conducive to landslides in rainy weather (December 2007).

THE CONSEQUENCES OF YOUR DECISION ON FOREST MANAGEMENT IN THE NORTHWEST

WILL BE HUGE – FOR BETTER OR WORSE.  THE HEALTH OF THE FOREST IS LINKED TO THE

HEALTH OF ALL THE INHABITANTS (human &  otherwise) OF OUR BEAUTIFUL STATE.

PLEASE MAINTAIN THE CURRENT MANAGEMENT MODE OF OPERATION AND TAKE NO 

FURTHER ACTION UNTIL YOU THOROUGHLY REVIEW THE SUGGESTIONS & COMMENTS OF

THE CITIZENS WHO WILL BE AFFECTED…FOR GENERATIONS TO COME.

Sincerely,

Claudia Lapp

Eugene, OR

